Hellmayr and Conover ( 1949: 144) placed this species in the genus Buteo, a.s had been done also in some older works, and changed the species name to flcscescens. This latter change based on the discredited principle of line priority was wholly unnecessary.
THE CONDOR
Vol. 65 marked that the stated generic distinctions of Geranoaetus are the large size and the short tail. Since size is not a valid basis for generic distinction and since one African species of Buteo is equally short-tailed, we should, he concluded, merge Geranoaetus with Buteo. But as we have shown Geranoaetus has better claims to generic separation than the two mentioned by Dr. Wetmore.
At one time two fossil bones from the California Pleistocene were assigned, although with a query, by L. H. Miller (1912:75) to the living species, Geranoaetus melanoleucus. While such was believed to be the case, there was little need for hesitation in assigning fossil remains from North America to the genus. Later, however, Howard Although the writer is neither an anatomist nor a paleontologist, perhaps he can hazard a few comments on the problem of equating recent and fossil birds. Ideally, genera based on living species should be so distinct osteologically that it is possible to determine whether any reasonably well preserved fossil belongs to a recent genus and if so which one. It was this approach that Wetmore ( 1933 ) , acting in his role as paleontologist, used in merging Gerancraetus with Buteo. Before this can be done consistently, however, we shall require a great many detailed osteological studies of Recent birds, based on ample material. Such material is often lacking. We can only hope at first for a few pilot studies. As Dr. Bobb Schaeffer, who was kind enough to read this paper, has pointed out to me, work in other classes of vertebrates has shown that good constant generic characters can often be found in various parts of the skeleton if one looks hard enough. Probably the same is true of birds. For the time being, however, we are obliged to define many recent genera primarily on the basis of plumage, color pattern, external anatomy, type of nest and eggs, and habits. Many genera based only on such evidence seem to be natural phyletic groups, probably of considerable geological antiquity. Since we often know much more about these Recent genera than we do about the usually fragmentary fossils, the latter should be fitted in to the generic classification based on the living species and not vice versa. This should be done in a suitably tentative manner so as not to give misleading impressions as to the distribution or antiquity of genera or other Recent taxons. This does not mean that a new name must be proposed every time there is the least doubt about assigning a fossil to a taxon based on Recent species. But if the assignment is doubtful this should be indicated, preferably by placing a question mark next to the name and not by a statement in the text which may be overlooked.
